The main objective of legal qualification is to determine the legal nature of a specific factual circumstance, i.e. whether the occurrence of legal consequences is connected herewith.
Analyzing the origin and destination of the actual circumstance, the law enforcer "considers the actions and behaviour of people using the rule of law" 2 and "defines a fact of reality as a legal phenomenon, which the subject of law should treat according to its nature" Legal literature devoted both to the general theory of law 6 and its application in certain fields
has covered the legal aspects of legal qualification and its place in the law enforcement process quite thoroughly.
However, legal qualification can be determined not only as a legal phenomenon, but as a logical method of cognition used by the subject of law enforcement. The latter is expressed in both following the organic laws of logic in the course of evaluation of the factual circumstances (identity, non-contradiction, excluded middle, sufficient reason), and the rules of construction of logical syllogisms.
We cannot but agree with the view that it is extremely difficult to find another field of public life where violation of the laws of logic, coming to wrong conclusions, giving false arguments could cause such significant harm as in the field of law . The legitimacy, effectiveness and efficiency of justice depend largely on the ability of judges to come to conclusions, examine evidence and make decisions.
Therefore, knowledge of the basic rules and laws of logic in law enforcement can reduce the number of errors, among which, as practice shows, there is a significant proportion of logical errors. 10 .
The logical process of legal qualification is defined as a set of "cognitive techniques subordinate to the laws of logical thinking"
11
and is a reflection of factual evidence existing in reality (deeds, processes, objects, phenomena) and legal realities, as well as their ratio in the mind of the law enforcer 12 . Schematically, the structure of the "logical thought" of the qualification process, the logical framework of the ruling state power withdrawal of the competent body is nothing but the conclusion (categorical syllogism), in which the role of the major premise is played by the specific regulatory requirement and the minor premise is a specific legal fact as the object of knowledge of the law enforcer. "The most elementary, primary cell of the law existence aimed at resolving situations (cases) in the practical life of people is already a logical syllogism in which the major premise is a legal norm (formally constituted or subjectively represented), and the minor premise is the given case, the conclusion is the authoritative, legally significant decision" it as legally significant, or insignificant; • in the second case, the conclusion does not contain the minor premise while it is well-known or has a prejudicial effect.
To make a valid conclusion from the premises (law enforcement decision), it is necessary to exactly establish both premises. The peculiarity of judicial reasoning is that the major premise (rule of law) is not the subject to proof.
"If the rule of law is set positively, it means that it has a positive value for the judge" 
